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AMENDMENT A 



Mail Stop Amendment 
Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Sir: 



In response to the non-final Office action dated August 24, 2004, please amend the 
above-identified application as follows: 

Amendments to the Claims begin on page 2 of this paper. 



Remarks/Arguments begin on page 8 of this paper. 
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Appl.No. 10/723.913 

Amdt dated November 23, 2004 

Reply to O.A. of August 24, 2004 

Further, because the prior art does not disclose or suggest all of the elements recited by 
the claims at issue, it follows that those claims are not rendered obvious thereby. To establish a 
prima facie case of obviousness, all the claim limitations must be taught or suggested by the 
prior art. In re Royka, 1 80 USPQ 580 (CCPA 1974). 

. For the foregoing reasons, reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejections of the claims 
at issue and allowance thereof are respectfully requested. 
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Date: November 23, 2004 
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